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Current Topics. 


The New Statutes. 


WE COMMENCE printing this week the Statutes of the past 
session of Parliament. The Treaty of Peace with Turkey Act 
is a somewhat belated conclusion to the legislative sanctions 
required for what should be the Peace Settlement; though, 
in fact, that settlement is still in progress, and it may be hoped, 
whatever doubt is felt over the Ruhr business, that a really 
considerable step is represented by the results of the London 
Conference. Of other Acts it is sufficient to mention the National 
Health Insurance (Cost of Medical Benefit) Act, which is 
intended to assist the carrying out of the present arrangement 
with the doctors; the County Courts Act, which makes important 
changes as to the appointment, remuneration, and conditions of 
service of the registrars and inferior officers of county courts ; 
the Prevention of Eviction Act, which is the sole survivor from the 
wreckage of this year’s attempts to deal with Rent Restriction, 
and complicates still further an already over-complicated system ; 
the Finance Act, which repeals the Inhabited House Duty and 
terminates the Corporation Profits Tax, but leaves Income Tax 
at 4s. 6d. in the £, and allows the tax, where less than £50, to be 
recovered summarily as a civil debt; the Carriage of Goods by 
Sea Act, which (pace Scruton, L.J.) is intended to adjust the 
question of liability between shipowners and shippers, and to 
prevent the former from evading their proper lability; the 
Conveyancing (Scotland) Act, which introduces simplifications 
in the conveyancing system of our northern friends ; the London 
Traffic Act, which is a well-intended measure for the removal 
of blocks in London streets ; the Housing (Financial Provisions) 
Act, which is an addition to the numerous Housing Acts—a 
Consolidation Bill is before Parliament—and must await the 
test of experience for judgment to be passed on it; and the 
Agricultural Wages (Regulation) Act, which goes some way 
to restore the Wages Boards set up by the Corn Production 
Act, 1917, but abolished by the Corn Production Acts (Repeal) 
Act, 1921. The contest over this last Act has been between 
central and local control, and the advocates of local contro] have 
won, 
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The Unfinished Legislation. 

But WHILE the output of the session has been considerable, 
there are important measures left over. The Administration 
of Justice Bill and Criminal Justice Bill, which passed the House 
of Lords early in the year, still await consideration in the House 
of Commons on the Reports of the Standing Committee. The 
Guradianship of Infants and Legitimacy Bills—there have been 
rival Bills in the two Houses—have not yet resulted in statutes, 
though it should have been possible to adjust the differences 
on certain points in legitimation and pass either Lord BucKMAsTER 
or Col. Campron’s Bill. The principle of legitimation by sub- 
sequent marriage is now generally admitted. As regards guardian- 
ship, Lord Hatpane’s Bill seems now to have the Parliamentary 
advantage over Mrs. WrntrincHam’s. And the Building 
Materials Bill, which is the complement to the Housing (Financial 
Provisions) Act, and is intended to prevent the public money 
from being absorbed in building merchants’ profits, has not 
been passed. These remanets should be disposed of in the 
Autumn Session, and it may be hoped that the Law of Property 
Consolidation Bills will then be passed as agreed measures. If there 
is discussion on them, they will probably have to go over to 
next year. The War Charges (Validity) Bill, if not dead, is 
in a state of suspended animation, and it is one of the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer’s problems how he can revive it. The motion 
for the appointment of additional judges should have been taken 
before the recess, so as to enable the judgés to be appointed and 
b= at work when the Courts sit. But this has been deferred 
till the Autumn Session when apparently it will be the first 
business. 


The Settled Land (Consolidation) Bill. 

Or THE seveN Bills for consolidating the Law of Property 
introduced by the Lord Chancellor on 3lst July, one has now 
been issued. This is the Settled Land (Consolidation) Bill 
(196), 5s. net. It contains 121 clauses and six Schedules, and it 
consolidates the Settled Land Acts, 1882 to 1890, and the parts 
of the Law of Property Act, 1922, dealing with settled land. 
We do not, however, propose to comment on it until more of the 
Bills are available. We do not quarrel with the piecemeal 
issue of the Bills, for that is doubtless due to the necessities of 
the draftsman and the printer; but the one which is really 
required first is the Law of Property Amendment Bill, for that 
should make al! the changes in the Act of 1922, and other statutes, 
which are a condition precedent to consolidation. To show that 
this Bill should come first we may refer to the last item in the 
Sixth Schedule to the Settled Land Bill (the Schedule of Repeals), 
which repeals s. 4 and the Fourth Schedule of “the Law of 
Property (Amendment) Act, 1924.” Now, until the text of the 
Bill which is to be the last Act is available, we do not know what 
are s. 4 and the Fourth Schedule, or how they affect the Settled 
Land Bill. Then again, the chief point for consideration relates 
to s. 3 of the Act of 1922, a most difficult section to which we 
have frequently called attention and urged its impracticability. 
We see that the Sixth Schedule of the present Bill repeals this 
section “so far as it relates to equitable interests and powers 
arising under a settlement.” And since this part of s. 5 does not 
appear to be transferred to the Settled Land Bill—-which would 
be a proper course if it was to be retained —we presume it has 
gone. Does this mean that our criticism has been accepted 
and s. 3 thrown over altogether? That we cannot tell until 
we have the Amendment Bill and the Law of Property (Consolida- 
tion) Bill. So it would be inconvenient to start a consideration 
of a single Bill by itself. In the main, however, the Settled 
Land Bill is a consolidation of the well-known provisions of the 
Settled Land Acts with the changes which have long been 
recognised as necessary-—so long ago as the Settled Land Bill 
of 1906. Of these, the most important relate to “ compound 
settlements.” The main alteration made by the Act of 1922 
was in the introduction of vesting deeds and the requirement that 
settlements shall consist of two intruments—the trust deed, 
or in the case of a will, th 





will, and the vesting instrument, | 


the latter vesting the legal fee simple in the tenant for life ang 
naming the trustees, so that a purchaser will not, in general, be 
concerned to look beyond the vesting instrument. 


The Council’s Report. 

WE CONCLUDE this week the extracts we have been printing 
from the Annual Report of the Council of The Law Society, 
It will have been seen with interest that 2nd June, 1825, was 
the date of the founding of The Law Society, and that a Special 
Committee has been appointed by the Council to consider how 
the Centenary next year shall be celebrated. The establishment 
of local Law Schools—a work which has been necessitated 
the Solicitors Act, 1922—goes on steadily. The old schools 
have been strengthened and new ones opened. In connection 
with the Land Registry there is an important proposal pending 
that counsel who advise purchasers on title should be asked 
to give a certificate on which the Registrar could register an 
absolute title. The Council are now considering the form of 
certificate which counsel should give. The Law of Property 
Act, 1922, provides in Sched. XVI, Part I, s. 25 (6) for rales to 
be made enabling the Registrar, without further investigation, 
to accept such certificates, and we presume that the present 
suggestion is in anticipation of such rules. The Report contains 
an important record of the efforts which have been made by 
the Council to secure that* persons appointed to be solicitor 
to Government Departments shall be solicitors. This seems 
sufficiently obvious, and successive Lord Chancellors—Lords 
BIRKENHEAD, Cave and Hatpane—have agreed to it, but the 
heads of certain Departments appoint barristers. Of course, 
the question depends on the services required. A legal adviser 
may very well be a barrister, and the term “solicitor ” should 
then be dropped. If he is required to do more than advise and 
exercise a solicitor’s functions, he should, of course, be a solicitor, 
It appears that the Committee on Crown Procedure has not 
yet concluded its labours. We understood that it had reported, 
but that the Report had been kept secret. We are afraid that 
there are too many Crown lawyers on the Committee for much 
to be expected from it. In the section of the Council’s Report 
dealing with the Administration of Justice Bill, which defines 
the qualification of the Master in Lunacy and Taxing Master 
and other officers of the Supreme Court, there is a very interesting 
sketch of the origin of the modern taxing authority, and the 
Council record their efforts to have both the Lunacy and Taxing 
Masterships confined to practising solicitors. In the House d 
Lords these efforts were not successful, but the matter has still tobe 
considered in the House of Commons. The Report is a very inform 
ing summary of the activit*es of the Council during the past year. 


Murder Trials in America. 

THe curRious tactics adopted by the defence in the Chicago 
Millionaire Students murder case has excited some attention 
among Old Bailey practitioners. The defending counsel offered 
a plea of “ Guilty ” on behalf of his clients, and this was accepted 
by the trial judge after some interrogation of the defendants 
to satisfy himself that they were fit to plead, and understand the 
consequences of their plea. This, however, did not conclude 
the matter. The issue of the proper sentence was then raised, 
for in nearly all American States capital punishment does not 
follow automatically on a verdict or plea of murder: there is4 
discretion in the court which is hedged round by conditiom 
varying in different States. It is therefore necessary, nob 
withstanding the plea, to hear all the evidence just as if there 
had been a trial in order to ascertainthe degree of guilt, and 
the consequent penalty. The plea of “ Guilty” therefore seems 
at first sight an unnecessary one on the part of the defenee; 
but in the State of Wisconsin, which has jurisdiction in th 
Chicago murder, there is a special peculiarity which makes the 
plea important. For in Wisconsin, by a local statute, it appeat 
where there is a plea of “ Not Guilty’ in homicide cases, 
jury not only find the verdict, but also assess the sentents 
which may be (1) death, (2) penal servitude for life, and (3) som 
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lesser punishment. Where, however, there is a plea of “ Guilty,” 
the jury is “ functus officio,” and the judge then assesses sentence, 
but in accordance with the same principles. By pleading 
“Quilty,” the prisoners avoided assessment of the penalty by the 
jury, which was supposed—rightly or wrongly—rather likely 
to prove vindictive against millionaires accused of murder. 
As American lawyers have much experience in guaging the 
moods of juries, and are said to possess methods not available 
in this country for guessing the attitude of the jury beforehand, 
it is possible that defending counsel showed a wise discretion. 
The judge, however, ruled out a defence of “insanity” on the 
ground that he had already made a finding of sanity in accepting 
the prisoners’ plea. A plea, “ Guilty of Murder,” implies that 
the prisoner was sane at the time of the offence, for otherwise 
he would not be guilty of murder; and he must be sane at the 
date of the plea, or otherwise it would be the judge’s duty to 
try instead the issue of his fitness to plead. But, although 
the issue of insanity is ruled out, the trial judge has agreed to 
hear evidence of “ deficiency in moral responsibility,” since this 
is not in law “insanity,” but may affect sentence. 


Police Control of Traffic. 


AN INTERESTING problem in police law seems likely to arise 
on the summons granted by Sir CHarTREs Biron on Tuesday 
at Bow Street to Mr. A. H. Hastie against a constable on duty in 
Long Acre. Until the case has been heard and determined, of 
course, we cannot comment on the issues of law involved; but 
attention may properly be drawn to the fact that a point, long 
discussed among local government practitioners, has at last 
come before a court for decision. The question in issue is the 
precise powers of the police to control traffic, and in particular 
to direct it to pass along certain routes when others are open ; in 
the present case the Commissioner of Police—acting with the 
object of reducing the congestion of London street traffic—has 
declared Long Acre to be a “ one-way” thoroughfare, i.¢., a 
highway along which traffic is allowed to pass only in one 
direction. A constable stopped the complainant, who was 
travelling in the opposite direction, and the latter took out a 
summons against the constable on the ground that his act 
“wilfully obstructed the free passage of the highway,” which is 
an offence under various sections of the Highways Act, 1835. 
The user of highways is controlled as regards the country at large 
by the Highways Act, 1835, and later amending statutes of small 
importance; as regards boroughs by the Town Police Clauses 
Act, 1857; and as regards London by the various Metropolis 
Management Acts. None of these directly confers on the police 
any express power to open or close streets to any particular form 
of traffic. Of course, there is a general power and duty to prevent 
“obstruction” of the highway vested in the constabulary at 
Common Law: this is one form of “ preventing a breach of the 
King’s Peace.” But the limits of this power have never been 
strictly defined. How far the police method of regulating traffic 
at “ points” and “ crossings” is really authorised by law has 
always been a matter of speculation among legal practitioners. 
In exceptional cases local statutes or bye-laws give this and other 
similar powers ; but the origin of the general power, if it exists, 
is obscure. 


The Disqualification of Borough Councillors. 


A pont oF considerable importance in Local Government 
Law was decided by Mr. Justice BarLnacue at the end of the 
sittings in Lapish v. Braithwaite, 40 T.L.R. 857. Under s. 12 (1) 
of the Municipal Corporations Act, 1882, a person is disqualified 
for election as a borough councillor if he has directly or indirectly, 
by himself or his partner, any share or interest in any contract 
employment with, by, or on behalf of the council; but under 
#8. (2) he is not to be so disqualified “ by reason only of his 
having any share or interest in. . . any railway company, gg any 
Company incorporated by Act of Parliament or Royal Charter, 
or under the Companies Act, 1862.” In the above case the 
question was whether the defendant, who was a shareholder in 
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and also managing director of a company, was protected by 
s-s. (2), but the learned judge laid stress on the word “ only.” 
Merely as a shareholder in a company, a councillor has no influence 
in its contracts, but as managing director he may have such 
influence, and the reason for exempting him ceases. Accordingly, 
Barnacue, J., held that the defendant, who was an alderman 
of the City of Leeds, and subject therefore to the same dis- 
qualification as a councillor, was disqualified by being managing 
director of a company which had contracts with the corporation, 
and the same would seem to apply to an ordinary director. 








Mistake in Connection with Contracts 
for the Sale of Land. 


I 


THE Privy Council has now (United States v. Motor Trucks, Ltd., 
1924, A.C.196), decided in the affirmative that a Court of Equity 
can at one and the same time (a) reform a contract, and (b) decree 
specific performance thereof as reformed. The point has been 
the subject of controversy for many years. So long ago as 1911, 
in the 5th edition of the late Sir Epwarps Fry’s book on 
Specific Performance, edited by the late Mr. W. D. Raw uss, 
Q.C., in para. 816, the view was expressed that the court has this 
power by virtue of s. 24 of the Judicature Act, 1873. Since that 
date there have been decisions both ways, and then, in 1922, came 
the decision of P. O. Lawrence, J., in Craddock Bros. v. Hunt, 
1922, 2 Ch. 809, which was affirmed by the Court of Appeal, 
1923, 2 Ch. 136, agreeing with the statement above referred to in 
Sir Epwarp Fry’s book. Mr. T. Cyprian WILLIAMS, in the 2nd 
edition of his book on Vendors and Purchasers, and also in the 
3rd edition, issued since this decision, at pp. 771 to 777, shows 
clearly that the opinion of Sir Epwarp Fry must be right. 
Finally we have the decision of the Privy Council above referred to. 

The law of “ Mistake ” as affecting contracts presents many 
fine distinctions, and even apparent contradictions and anomalies. 
There is, indeed, something of an anomaly in the rule of common 
law which forms the very basis of the law of mistake. By this 
rule, as is well known, to effect a valid contract, there must be 
the true, full and free consent of the parties ; consequently, when 
owing to a mistake the parties’ minds are not at one, there can 
be no true consent, and therefore no contract. But the rule 
has to be read with this very important exception, namely, that 
every man must be taken to intend the natural and reasonable 
consequences of his acts. The result is, that where the mistake 
is on the part of one only of the parties, he will not be allowed 
to say, after signing a contract, that he did not give his true, full 
and free consent thereto, and thus avoid his liability thereunder. 
As a matter of fact, in practice, the cases covered by the exception 
are far more numerous than the cases covered by the rule. And 
this is where the anomaly comes in, for we get the curious result 
that the exception becomes the real rule and the rule the real 
exception. 

Another somewhat curious rule, which, in its present form, 
seems to have been formulated by Lord Wesrsury in 1867, 
is that the well-known maxim that ignorance of the law is no 
excuse, means ignorance of the general law, and that a mistake 
made in ignorance of the law of private rights may be a perfectly 
good defence. It may be asked where is the line to be drawn ! 
Jt would seem not to be impossible to conceive a case where the 
law as to which the mistake has been made may be both the 
general law of the land and the law as to private rights. Again, 
the rules as to the admissibility of evidence in connection with 
the construction of ambiguous terms in a contract often seem 
contradictory. For instance, in one section of cases the general 
rule is laid down that where there is ambiguity in a contract, it is 
the duty of the court to construe the meaning from the terms of 
the contract itself without the assistance of the parties or of 
extrinsic evidence ; and in another class of cases we find it stated 
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that where the latent ambiguity in the contract consists of a 
word or expression capable of two meanings, it is not for the 
court to construe the ambiguity, but for the plaintiff seeking to 
establish the contract to make out his case with the help of 
extrinsic evidence. Another matter which it is often difficult 
to determine is, under what circumstances a contract will be 
considered void and when only voidable. If a man is 
induced to sign a contract for the sale of land by being 
made to think he is signing a document of an entirely 
different nature and character, the contract would un- 
doubtedly be void, just as if his signature had been forged, 
unless, being under a duty to the other party to the contract 
to use care in signing, he has been negligent in this respect. 
But if his signature to the contract was obtained by a fraudulent 
misrepresentation as to some fact other than the nature and 
character thereof, then apparently it would not be void, but only 
voidable. The distinction, of course, is important. If it is void, 
it is as if it never existed. If it is only voidable the party can 
elect either to treat the contract as void or good, whichever 
would suit him the better. The curious point is, that in both 
cases the document was signed under a mistaken notion of the 
facts of the case, and in neither case could it be said that the mind 
of the person signing went with his signature, and yet in the one 
case the contract is void and in the other only voidable. 

Then, again, the law as to the effect of the silence of the vendor 
may quite easily in some cases work a positive injustice. For 
instance, suppose the owner of land knows that a proposed 
purchaser of land is buying it solely for using it for a particular 
purpose, say for building a restaurant, and also knows that 
it cannot be so used in consequence of there being a covenant 
in one of the deeds prohibiting such user, and also suppose 
he knows that the solicitor for the proposed purchaser has inspected 
the covenant, but has wrongly construed it, and, therefore, that 
the proposed purchaser was buying under an entirely wrong 
impression : If the opinion of the vendor has not been asked he 
would not, as the law now stands, be under any obligation to 
speak. This seems hardly English fair play. 

It is proposed to give a general sketch of the law of mistake 
as regards contracts which, it is hoped, may be of service to the 
busy practitioner. 

1. First, it is proposed to show that a mistake in a contract, 
to be a ground for upsetting or rectifying it, must be one 
materially affecting the subject matter of the thing sold and 
purchased. 

2. Then will be considered the question whether a mistake 
of law, as distinguished from a mistake of fact, can be a ground for 
the granting of relief. 

3. Afterwards will be considered the case where both the 
parties have been acting under a mutual mistake or misappre- 
hension as to some vital matter affecting the subject matter 
thereof, that is to say :— 

(a) Where the vendor meant to sell and thought he was 
selling one thing, and the purchaser meant to buy and thought 
he was buying another thing. 

(6) Where the mutual mistake was that a certain state of 
facts existed which in fact did not exist. 

(ce) Where the parties agreed to put their agreement into 
writing, and the writing does not truly express the agreement. 
4. Next will be discussed the case where the mistake is not 

mutual, but unilateral, that is, where the misapprehension is on 
the part of one only of the parties. 

(a) Where the mistake is on the part of one only of the parties 
and has not been induced by, or contributed to, by the other 
party thereto. 

(b) Where the mistake has been so induced by, or contributed 
to, by the other party. 

(c) The silence of the vendor—when it will and when it will 
not be considered as having contributed to the making of the 
mistake by the other party. 

5. Finally, the remedies of the parties will be considered, and 
particularly the very special jurisdiction or discretionary power 








of the court to give relief in the case of considerable hardship, 
notwithstanding that the mistake may have been on the part of 
one of the parties alone, and not have been in any way the fault 
of the other party. 

1. The mistake must go to the substance of the contract.—W hether 
the mistake be mutual or unilateral, it cannot be made the subject 
of relief unless the mistake be as to the substance of the whole 
thing sold, and not merely a mistake as to some minor mutter 
connected therewith. 

In Kennedy v. Panama, &c., Co., 1867, L.R. 2 Q.B. 580, 
BLACKBURN, J., said that to authorize a rescission of the contract 
in the absence of fraud, the innocent misrepresentation which 
caused the mistake must have been such as to show “ that there isa 
complete difference in substance between what was supposed to be 
and what was taken, so as to constitute a failure of consideration,” 
In another part of his judgment he said, “‘ The answers given by 
the great jurists quoted are to the effect that if there be mis. 
apprehension [that is, misapprehension caused by an innocent 
misrepresentation of fact by the other party] as to the substance 
of the thing, there is no contract ; but if it be only a difference 
in some quality or accident, even though the misapprehension 
may have been the actuating motive to the purchaser, yet the 
contract remains binding ... And, as we apprehend, the 
principle of our law is the same as that of the civil law; and the 
difficulty in every case is to determine whether the mistake or 
misapprehension is as to the substance of the whole consideration 
going, as it were, to the root of the matter, or only to some 
point, even though a material one, an error as to which does not 
affect the substance of the whole consideration.” 

The question may be asked what is meant ‘exactly by the 
mistake being as to the substance of the thing sold or as not 
affecting the essential terms of the contract. Lord Warson, in 
Stewart v. Kennedy, 1890, 15 App. Cas. 108, referring to the 
Scots law, which on this point is the same as the law of England, 
gives a clear answer. He says, “ I concur as to the accuracy of 
the general doctrine laid down by Professor Bell (Bell’s Prin, 
s. 11), to the effect that error in substantials, such as will 
invalidate consent given to a contract or obligation, must be in 
relation to either—(1) its subject-matter ; (2) the persons under- 
taking, or to whom it is undertaken ; (3) the price or considera- 
tion; (4) the quality of the thing engaged for, if expressly or 
tacitly essential; or (5) the nature of the contract or engagement 
supposed to be entered into.” In Re Tyrell, 1900, 82 L.T. 67, 
Mr. Justice Cozens-Harpy said that if he were to say that 
mistake, not being an error in the substance of what was purchased, 
justified rescission, every purchaser would be applying to get 
his purchase set aside. 

It is proposed later on to return to this subject, and discuss 
in detail each of the above five “substantials,” after the ground 
has been prepared by the intermediate matter. 

(To be continued.) 








Reviews. 


Stories of Crime. 
NorTABLE BritisH TRIALS. Burke and Hare. 


Edited by WILLIAM 
RovuGHEAD. William Hodge & Co., Ltd. 10s. 6d. 
UNSOLVED MURDER MysTERIES. By CHARLES E. 

Stanley Paul & Co., Ltd. 16s. net. 

FamMoUS CRIMES AND CRIMINALS. By ©. L. MCCLUER STEVENS 

Stanley Paul & Co., Ltd. 12s. 6d. net. 

It is a satisfaction to turn from the continuous story of crime 
in the Press of to-day to these books of the past, and to find that 
we are not so very much worse than our predecessors. In stories 
of murder it is a little difficult to discriminate in interest between 
one murder and another. In each it is murder most foul. The 
circumstances may vary according to the motive of the crime 
the manner in which if is committed, and so it may be that the 
well-known series of murders for which Burke was hung, 
on the evidence of his accomplice Hare, are the most ho 
in the annals of crime. Murder for the sorry gain of the sale of 


PEARCE. 
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the bodies for dissection reaches the lowest depths of human 
degradation. The whole story is told very effectively by 
Mr. Roughead in the first part of this volume of “‘ Notable British 
Trials,” and not the least interesting parts are the chapters on the 
implication in the murders of Dr. Knox, who bought the bodies 
for his lectures, and on the immunity which, to the public indigna- 
tion, Hare obtained, by turning King’s evidence. The remainder 
of the book contains a full report of the trial. We should add 
that, after Dr. Knox had ignored the clamour against him for a 
long time, it was found necessary to have an investigation into 
his dealings with the murderers, and the committee by whom this 
task was undertaken found him guilty of no more than laxity 
and want of caution in the reception of the bodies. The report 
of the committee is printed in an Appendix, but it failed to re- 
establish Dr. Knox’s character, and he had to exchange his career 
as a lecturer in the Edinburgh Medical Schools for the life of a 
general practitioner in Hackney, where he died in 1862. It is 
interesting to note that he was severely castigated by Prof. Wilson 
in Noctes Ambrosiane in Blackwood’s Magazine, and Sir Walter 
Scott took an equally strong view of his culpability. The result 
of the matter was the passing of the Anatomy Act, 1832. 

In ‘“ Unsolved Murder Mysteries ’’ the horror is not so great 
because, as the title shows, one-half remains untold. It may be, 
as is the possible explanation of the case of Adelaide Bartlett, 
who was tried in 1886 for the poisoning of her husband by chloro- 
form, that there was only accident and not murder, and the 
point of the story lies in the unexplained enigma. Mr. Pearce’s 
narrative is founded to some extent on the recollections of Sir 
Edward Clarke, who was counsel for the defence, and gives a 
good many details in ‘‘ The Story of my Life.” Upon the verdict 
of not guilty being announced, he broke down under the intense 
strain, but Mr. Stevens makes a curious slip. ‘‘ I found myself 
sobbing,”” he quotes from Sir Edward’s book. ‘“ I dropped my 
head on the desk before me, and some twenty minutes passed 
before I recovered myself.’”’ ‘‘ Twenty ?”’ Surely not ; a momen- 
tary collapse is intelligible; but twenty minutes is too long 
for probability, and on turning to the “ Story,’’ the word is 
absent. Nor is the rest of the passage correctly quoted. It 
runs: ‘‘ Some minutes passed before I regained my self-control.” 
Mr. Pearce includes Mrs. Bartlett's case in his section of ‘‘ Romantic 
Tragedies,’ though whether romantic is a fitting term in such a 
connection we doubt. Another in the same section is the case 
of Mary Ashford, which led to the last wager of battle. It is, 
perhaps, not generally known that Thornton, who was arrested 
for the murder, had been already tried in the ordinary course 
and acquitted. Then the murdered girl’s brother and heir-at 
law proceeded against him for wager of battle. It was an ingenious 
move on the solicitor’s part to raise the question again, but 
physically Ashford was no match for Thornton and he declined 
the combat. Like the Burke and Hare murders, the case led to 
a change in the law, and ‘“‘ wager of battle,’’ which had been, of 
course, long obsolete, was abolished by statute. Other sections 
of the book are ‘‘ Motiveless Murders,” including the singular 
murder of the servant girl Jane Roberts, in Manchester, in 1879, 
and “‘ Shop Murders,” with John Williams, the Ratcliffe Highway 
murderer, who furnished De Quincey with the subject of ‘‘ Murder 
considered as one of the Fine Arts.”” But why the murders 
of the Marrs and the Williamsons are treated as unsolved mysteries, 
we are not clear. John Williams was not hanged for them, it is 
true ; but that was because he hanged himself in prison. 

“Famous Crimes and Criminals’’ has its share of murders, 
but it narrates other crimes as well. Of murders the most horrible 
case is that of Mrs. Gunness, “ known throughout the length 
and breadth of America as ‘the Female Bluebeard.’” She 
had a farm in Indiana, and was well off. She advertised for 
husbands to share her wealth, and had a lethal chamber in which 
she got rid of the applicants. Her victims are said to have been 
not less than a hundred, and this was hardly twenty years ago. 
Memories are short, but we donot remember the matter and it seems 
too incredible to be true. There is an interesting story of ‘* The 
First of the Buccaneers,” asavage ruffian called Francis L’Olonnois, 
and there is Madame Rachel, with her ** beautiful for ever’’ fraud, 
and the “ Running Rein” case, a Derby winner swindle, and 
many other cases of swindling, or of murder and blackmail like 
that of Franz von Veltheim. These ‘famous crimes” are 
skilfully written up, and the book has enough excitement to 
fill a whole series of ‘* best sellers,” and if it sometimes seems 
that a career of fraud is too easy and profitable, justice triumphs 
in the end, and condign punishment awaits the successful criminal. 


Statutory Rules and Orders. 


4 Other than those of a Local, 
Personal, or rey gee Character, issued in the year 1923. 
> 


STATUTORY RULES AND ORDERS. 


And also Appendix of Prerogative Orders ; Classified List of 
Local Orders ; Table shewing effect of Legislation ; aftd Index. 
Published by Authority. H.M. Stationery Office. Obtainable 
at London, bupestal ouse, Kingsway, W.C.2; 28, Abingdon 





Street, S.W.1; Manchester, York Street; Cardiff, 1, St. 
Andrew’s Crescent ; Edinburgh, 120, George Street ; Belfast, 
15, Donegall Square West. £1 15s. net. 


Over a year ago Sir Lynden Macassey, K.C., contributed to the 
Journal of Comparative Legislation a very interesting article on 

Law-Making by Government Departments.’’ It appeared in 
the number for February, 1923. We noticed it shortly afterwards 
(67 Sox. J., 431) and reproduced his quotation from a speech of 
Lord Cozens-Hardy, M.R., made at a City dinner, in 1911, 
including the passage in which he deprecated the present tendency 
to delegate law-making. The real legislation, Lord Cozens-Hardy 
said, was not to be found on the Statute Book alone. ‘“ They 
found certain Rules and Orders by some of the Government 
Departments under the authority of the Statute itself. He was 
one of those who regarded that as a very bad system. For 
administrative action generally meant something done by a man 
whose name they did not know, sitting at a desk in a Government 
office, very apt to be a despot if free from interference in a Court 
of Justice.” 

This was before the war, when delegated legislation had already 
become ‘‘ enormous,” and during the war it attained “‘ prodigious 
dimensions.’ These are Sir Lynden Macassey’s expressions, and 
we leave to him and the dictionaries the exact increment of 
‘* prodigious’ on ‘‘ enormous.” But, in fact, we are far too 
deeply committed to delegated law-making for there to be any 
chance of its abolition, and all that can be done is to attempt to 
keep it within reasonable bounds, and secure its due publicity. 
The matter has been discussed more in detail by Mr. Cecil Carr 
in his book on Delegated Legislation, and these sources will 
enable the reader who is interested to follow up. “‘ If,’’ said 
Sir Lynden Macassey, ‘“ we are to be governed mainly, as really 
is the case to-day, by Government Departments under delegated 
power, then surely all legislative provisions whatsoever in the 
forms of rules and orders should without exception be printed, 
published, and circulated, as fully, expeditiously and cheaply as 
the public or private statutes.’’ As to cheapness, the prices of 
the statutes have been greatly increased, but it should be noticed 
that while the S. R. & O. for 1921 were issued at £2 10s., the 
present volume for 1923 is issued at £1 15s., though this is 
probably due to the reduction in size from 1,691 pages to 1,212. 
And, of course, it is comparatively few persons who require the 
collected Orders. For ordinary use it is sufficient if particular 
Orders can be readily traced and obtained at reasonable prices. 
Probably the arrangements of the Stationery Office enable this 
to be done. 

The present volume contains Orders ranging over a great 
variety of subjects, including Air Navigation, Cinematographs, 
Dentistry (the Regulations of the Dental Board), Rent Restriction, 
Peace Treaties, Probation of Offenders, and Solicitors (Examina- 
tion and Striking off the Rolls), and Workmen’s Compensation, 
and is arranged in alphabetical order according to subjects; and 
the excellent Index assists in the ready finding of any particular 
Rule or Order. The publication of the Rules and Orders is made 
under ss. 3 and 4 of the Rules Publication Act, 1893. The 
volume is a very useful companion to the annual volumes of the 
statutes, and is essential for a complete guide to current 
legislation. 


Procedure at Meetings. 


THE CONDUCT OF AND PROCEDURE AT PUBLIC AND COMPANY 
MEETINGS. By ALBERT CREW, Barrister-at-Law. Eighth 
Edition. Revised and Enlarged. Jordan & Son, Ltd. 5s. net. 


So many persons are interested in the conduct of meetings that 
Mr. Crew’s very clear and complete exposition of the subject has 
been found very useful, and this new edition will be welcomed. 
The first part deals with meetings other than company meetings, 
and the second covers the two classes of company meetings— 
meetings of directors and meetings of shareholders. For the 
due conduct of business it is necessary to be well acquainted with 
the provisions of the statutes and of the regulations of the 
company, and when difficulties arise and legal assistance has to 
be invoked, there are numerous judicial decisions to be considered. 
Mr. Crew’s book supplies valuable information in both connections, 
and Part III contains useful suggestions as to public speaking. 
A series of Appendices deal with special matters, such as the 
definitions of terms and forms of notices, agenda, and minutes, 
and give the text of the Local Authorities (Admission of the 
Press to Meetings) Act, 1908, and the Public Meeting Act, 1908 ; 
also the practice of the Police with regard to keeping order inside 
public meetings. 





Portraits of the following Solicitors have ap in the 
Soticrrors’ JouRNAL: Sir A. Copson Peake, Mr. W. Dibdin, 
Mr. E. W. Williamson, Sir Chas. H. Morton and Sir Kingsley 
Wood. Copies of the JounNaL containing such portraits may still 
be obtained, price Is. 
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Books of the Week. 


Charities. —Hersert Fry's Royal Guide to London and Other 
Charities. 60th New and Revised Edition. The Churchman 
Publishing Co., Ltd. 2s. net. 

Income Tax.—-BuRN’s Income Tax Guide. Sixth Edition. 
covering 1924 Budget. Edinburgh: W. Green & Sons, Ltd.; 
London: Simpkin & Co. 2s. 6d. net. 

TOLLY’s Complete Income Tax, &c.; with Irish Free State 
Supplement. Charles H. Tolly, 107, Tierney Road, Streatham 
Hill, S.W.2; Waterlow & Sons, Ltd. 3s. post free, with Supple- 
ment; or, without Supplement, 2s. 6d. (post free, 2s. 8d.). 
Supplement, Sd., post free. 








Ministry of Health. 


ANNUAL REPORT. 

The Annual Report of the Ministry of Health for the year 
1923-24 is now in the press and will be published to-day 
(Saturday). 

The subjects dealt with in the Report fall under the main 
heads of Public Health, Local Government and Local Finance, 
administration of the Poor Law, and administration of the 
National Health Insurance Acts. A separate section is devoted 
to the work of the Welsh Board of Health. 

The price of the Report (which contains about 180 pages, 
including appendices) will be 5s. (postage extra), and copies can 
be bought through any bookseller or directly from His Majesty’s 
Stationery Office at the following addresses :—Imperial House, 
Kingsway, London, W.C.2; 28, Abingdon Street, London, S.W.1; 
York Street, Manchester; 1, St. Andrews Crescent, Cardiff; 
120, George Street, Edinburgh. 








CASE OF LAST SITTINGS, 
Court of Appeal. 


FARRANT v. CALEY. No.2. 15th April. 


SoLicrTOR—-CHARGING ORDER—SOLICITOR RETAINED TO PROSE- 
CUTE AN AcTION—CosTtTs—RIGHT TO CHARGE ON PROPERTY 
RECOVERED—** PROPERTY RECOVERED OR PRESERVED ”’ 
THROUGH THE SOLICITOR’s INSTRUMENTALITY—JUDGMENT 
Dest UNpAIp—SOLIcIToRS AcT, 1890, 23 & 24 Vict. c. 127. 
s. 28. 
An unsatisfied judgment debt is a proper subject-matter of a 

charging order under 8. 28 of the Solicitors Act, 1860, which empowers 

the court to charge properly recovered in any suit, matter, or pro- 
ceeding, with the payment of the costs. 


Appeal from Judge at Chambers. In October, 1920, the 
appellant, Frederick William Perkins, was retained as solicitor 
for the plaintiff in an action against the defendant. The action 
was tried by Rowlatt, J., and on 30th May, 1921, judgment was 
entered for the plaintiff for £550 and costs. The costs were 
afterwards taxed and allowed at £160 7s. 1ld. While the action 
was pending the plaintiff became indebted to moneylenders, some 
of whom issued bankruptcy notices against him. In July, 1922, 
the plaintiff was adjudicated a bankrupt, and F. S. Salaman was 
appointed his trustee in bankruptcy. In January, 1924, attempts 
were made between the trustee and the defendant to settle the 
action on the basis that the defendant’s father should purchase 
the judgment debt and costs for £200. This compromise was 
proposed in the belief (which was mistaken) that the appellant 
was willing to accept ten guineas in satisfaction of his costs. 
The appellant repudiated that suggestion, and the trustee in 
bankruptcy thereupon decided to abandon the compromise as it 
offered no advantage to t,he plaintiff’s creditors. In February, 
1924, the appellant obtained an order in the action charging 
“‘the properiy recovered or preserved from the.said Arthur 
Henry Caley,’ the defendant, ‘‘ by F. S. Salaman, the trustee in 
bankruptcy of the plaintiff, for his costs, charges and expenses 
of and in reference to this action.” The appellant afterwards 
took out a summons for leave (1) “‘ to accept the sum of £200 
offered by the defendant Caley or by Arthur Pelham Caley, his 
father, in full satisfaction of the moneys owing by the defendant 
under the judgment signed herein on 30th May, 1921, and to 
give a full and sufficient receipt” for that sum; and (2) “ to 
appropriate ”’ the said sum in discharge of the moneys owing by 
the plaintiff to him in respect of his costs, charges and expenses 
of and in reference to this action ; interest on the taxed costs ; 
costs in respect of the charging order and the costs of the applica- 
tion, and that the surplus (if any) be paid to the trustee in 
bankruptcy of the plaintiff. The Master dismissed the summons, 
and hiv decicion wes effirmed on appeal to Judge at Chambers, 


° 





on the ground that so long as the judgment debt remained 
unpaid there was nothing which could be described as pro 
which had been “ recovered or preserved ” within the meaning 
of s. 28 of the Solicitors Act, 1890, and, therefore, there was 
nothing on which a charging order could be made. An appeal 
was brought to the Court of Appeal. 

Tae Court (BANKES, WARRINGTON and ScRuTTON, L.JJ,) 
allowed the appeal. The question was as to the means by which 
the appellant was to be allowed to enforce the charging order, 
It had been laid down by Lord Coleridge, C.J. and Brett, J, 
in Birchall v. Pugin, L.R. 10 C.P. 397, that an unsatisfied 
judgment debt is the subject of a charging order. The cour 
did not dissent from that view. The trustee in bankruptcy 
must, within one month, realise the judgment debt for a sum 
not less than £200, and out of the sum realised pay the appellant's 
costs, charges and expenses, failing which he must assign the 
debt to the plaintiff to enable him to realise it and pay his costs 
out of the proceeds, and hand the balance to the trustee in 
bankruptcy. Appeal allowed.—CouNsEL: A. E. Woodgate; 
H. J. Wallington. Souitctrors: F. W. Perkins; Woolfe ani 


Woolfe. 
{Reported by T. W. Morgan, Barrister-at-Law.] 








New Rules. 


Supreme Court, England. 
PROCEDURE. 


THE ProvistoNAL RULES OF THE SUPREME CouRT (PATENTS 
AND Desiqans), 1924. DATED JULY 18, 1924. 


We, the Rule Committee of the Supreme Court propose to 
make the following Rules :— 

1. Order LIIIA of the Rules of the Supreme Court, 1883, shall 
be annulled, and the following Order shall be substituted 


therefor :— 
“ ORDER LIIIA. 
‘** Procedure in Actions for Infringements of Patents and under 
the Patents and Designs Acts, 1907 and 1919. 

“1. In this Order :-— 

‘The principal Act ’ means the Patents and Designs Act, 
1907, as amended by the Patents and Designs Act, 1919 
[7 Edw. 7, c. 29 and 9 & 10 Geo. V, c. 80). 

‘The Comptroller’ means the Comptroller-General of 
Patents Designs and Trade Marks. 

‘The Court ’ includes the Judge of the High Court for the 
time being selected by the Lord Chancellor as the Court for 
the purpose of hearing appeals and petitions under the 
principal Act. 

‘*2. The Rules of the Supreme Court for the time being 
in force shall apply, so far as may be practicable (unless by 
the principal Act or by these Rules otherwise expressly pro- 
vided), to all proceedings before the Court under the ae 
Act. In particular, if the Court is for the time being a Ju 
of the Chancery Division, the provisions of Order V, Rule 9, 
shall apply to all such proceedings, as being business assigned 
to the Court within the meaning of that Rule. 

‘*3. In the case of petitions for extension of the term of 
a patent under section 18 of the principal Act, the following 
provisions shall apply :— 

(a) A party intending to apply by petition shall give 
public notice by advertising three times in the ‘ London 
Gazette’ and once at least in a London daily newspaper. 

(6) If the applicant’s principal place of business is situated 
in the United Kingdom at a distance of 15 miles or more 
from Charing Cross he shall also advertise once at least in 
some local newspaper published or circulating in the town 
or district where such place of business is situated. If the 
applicant has no such place of business, then if he carries 
on the manufacture of anything. made under his specification 
in the United Kingdom at a distance of 15 miles or more 
from Charing Cross he shall advertise once at least in some 
local newspaper published or circulating in the town oF 
district where he carries on such manufacture. If he has no 
such place of business and carries on no such manufacture 
in the United Kingdom, then if he Yesides in the United 
Kingdom at a distance of 50 miles or more from Charing 
Cross he shall advertise once at least in some newspaper 
ee or circulating in the town or district where he 
resides. 

(c) The applicant shall in his advertisements state the 
object of his petition and shall give notice of the day (which 
if the Court is for the time being a Judge of the Chancery 
Division shall be an ordinary petition day) on which he 
intends to apply to the Court for a day to be fixed before 
which the petition shall not be in the paper for hearing 
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(hereinafter called ‘the appointed day’), which first men- 
tioned day shall not be less than four weeks from the date 
of the publication of the last of the advertisements to be 
inserted in the ‘ London Gazette.’ Every such advertisement 
shall state an address within the United Kingdom for service 
on the applicant of any document requiring service under 
this Rule. He shall also give notice that notices of objection 
must be lodged as hereinafter provided before such day so 
named in the said advertisements. A copy of such advertise- 
ment shall be forwarded by the applicant to the Comptroller 
at the same time as the first advertisement is sent to the 
‘London Gazette’ and the Comptroller shall thereupon 
cause such advertisement to be inserted in the three following 
issues of the Illustrated Official Journal (Patents). 

(d) The petition must be presented within one week from 
the publication of the last of the advertisements required 
to be published in the ‘ London Gazette ’ and a copy of the 
petition must within the same time be served on the 
Comptroller. Such petition shall be made returnable for 
the day named in the advertisements. 

(e) The petition must be accompanied by an affidavit 
or affidavits of advertisements having been published 
by the petitioner according to the requirements of para- 
graphs (a), (b), and (c) hereof. The statements contained 
in such affidavit or affidavits may be disputed upon the 
hearing. 

(f) Upon the day named in the advertisements the 
petition shall appear in the Court List, and the petitioner 
shall apply to the Court to fix the appointed day. 

(g) The petitioner shall forthwith after the appointed 
day has been fixed give public notice of the same by advertis- 
ing once at least in the ‘ London Gazette.’ 

(hk) A party presenting a petition must lodge as herein- 
after provided a copy thereof with two printed copies of 
the specification of his patent. 

(i) The petitioner shall also lodge as hereinafter provided, 
not less than three weeks before the appointed day, two 
copies of the balance sheet of expenditure and receipts 
relating to the patent in question which accounts are to 
be proved on oath before the Court at the hearing. He 
shall also at the same time furnish two printed copies of 
the specification and of the said balance sheet to the Comp- 
troller, and shall upon receiving two days’ notice give 
the Comptroller or any person deputed by him for the 
purpose reasonable facilities for inspecting and taking 
extracts from the books of account by reference to which 
he proposes to verify the said balance sheet or from which 
the materials for making up the said balance sheet have 
been derived. 

(j) Any person desirous of opposing the prayer of the 

tition shall lodge as hereinafter provided a notice that 

e intends so to oppose and giving an address in the United 
Kingdom for service of any document requiring service 
under this Rule. Such person shall at the same time serve 
upon the petitioner a copy of such notice. Such notices 
shall be respectively lodged and served before the day named 
in the petitioner’s advertisements as that on which he 
— to apply to the Court for the appointed day to be 

xed. 

(k) The petitioner shall forthwith upon receipt of such 
notice serve a copy of his petition upon each person giving 
such notice. 

(l) Every person giving such notice as aforesaid shall 
within three weeks after service of the petition upon him 
lodge as hereinafter provided two copies and serve upon 
the petitioner one copy and lodge with the Comptroller 
three copies in writing of particulars of the objections upon 
which he intends to rely against the granting of the prayer 
of the petition. 

(m) Any person who shall not within the said three 
weeks lodge and serve such particulars of objections as 
aforesaid shall be deemed to have abandoned his opposition. 

(n) No person who has delivered such particulars of 
objections shall be entitled to oppose the granting of the 
prayer of the petition on any grounds not stated in such 
particulars. 

(0) Any person who has lodged notice that he intends 
to oppose the granting of the prayer of the petition shall 
be entitled to be heard on the application to fix the appointed 
day, and every person who has lodged and served particulars 
of objection shall be served by the petitioner with notice of 
the appointed day. 

(p) The petition shall not be entered in the list for trial 
until the expiration of the time limited for the lodging and 
Service of the particulars of objections and shall only be 
entered for trial on the lodging of an affidavit on behalf of 
the petitioner that all persons who have served him with 
notice of intention to oppose ‘the prayer of his petition 

ve been served with copies of the petition. The petition 








the following words shall be omitted :— 





shall, if and so long as the Court is a Judge of the Chancery 
Division and subject to any direction of the Court to the 
contrary be set down in the same manner as if it had been 
a witness action assigned to that Judge and shall be marked 
in the witness list not before the day of 

19 ‘being the appointed day. : 

(q) Any persons who have delivered particulars of objec- 
tions shall be entitled, at their own expense, to obtain from 
the petitioner copies of the accounts which have been 
lodged by him. 

(r) All petitions, documents, and copies by this Rule 
required to be lodged shall if and so long as the Court is 
a Judge of the Chancery Division be lodged at the Chambers 
of the Judge, and subject as aforesaid shall be lodged with 
such person and at such place as the Court may from time 
to time direct. 

(s) The Court may excuse petitioners and opponents from 
compliance with any of the requirements of this Rule and 
may give such directions in matters of procedure and practice 
as it shall consider to be just and expedient. 

(t) The Comptroller if he elects or is directed to appear 
on the question of granting the prayer of any petition shall 
not be required to give notice of the grounds of any objection 
he may think fit to take or of any evidence which he may 
think fit to place before the Court. 

(u) The Court may in cases where opposition has been 
entered to the prayer of a petition give costs to or against 
such opponents. 

(v) In the event of the Court refusing the prayer of the 
petition the Court shall not except under special circum- 
stances give more than one set of costs amongst all the 
opponents. 

(w) The Comptroller shall not be entitled to any costs on 
or in relation to his appearance on or opposition to the 
granting of the prayer of a petition. 

(x) Service of any document requiting service under this 
Rule may be made by enclosing such document in a prepaid 
registered letter and’ posting such letter to the person 
required to be served at his address for service. 


(To be continued.) 





County Court Rules. 


THE WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION (No. 2) RuLEs, 1924. 
DaTED Av@ausT 1, 1924. 





1. In these Rules— 

‘‘the existing Rules”? means the Consolidated Workmen’s 
Compensation Rules, July, 1913, as amended (a); and 

“the 1923 Act’? means the Workmen’s Compensation Act, 
1923. (b) 

2. In Rule 47 of the existing Rules— 

(a) the words “ (other than the society or committee) ’’ shall 
be omitted ; 

(b) after the words ‘‘ if the society or committee objects,”’ 
there shall be inserted the words ‘*‘ on any other ground ”’ ; 

(c) after the words ‘ stating the grounds on which,”’ the 
words ‘‘ he disputes the genuineness of the memorandum or on 
which the society or committee or employer objects to its being 
recorded ”’ shall be omitted, and the following words shall be 
substituted therefor: ‘‘ the genuineness of the memorandum 
is disputed or the recording thereof is objected to.” 

3. Rule 48 of the existing Rules shall be annulled and the 


following Rule shall be substituted therefor :— 


“48. Notice of dispute or objection.|}—On my * of any such 
notice as in the last preceding Rule mentioned, being either a 
notice disputing the genuineness of the memorandum by any 
party interested or a notice by the employer objecting to the 
memorandum being recorded on the ground specified in 
paragraph (c) of that Rule, the registrar shall send a copy 
thereof to each of the other parties interested, together with a 
notice according to the form in the Appendix [Form 40], 
informing such party that the memorandum will not be recorded 
except with the consent in writing of the y disputing the 
genuineness thereof or of the employer objecting to the same 
being recorded or by order of the Judge.” 

4. In Rule 49a of the existing Rules— 

(a) after the words “ genuineness of the memorandum ” 
there shall be inserted the words ‘‘ nor any notice by the 
employer objecting to the memorandum being recorded on the 
ground specified in paragraph (c) of that Rule ’’; and 

(b) the words ‘‘ (other than the employer) ”’ shall be omitted. 
5. In Forms 39 and 40 in the Appendix to the existing Rules 








j00 








‘ Note.—Where the approved society or committee objects 
under section 12 (4) of the 1923 Act to the registration of 
an agreement, this form may be used with the necessary 
modifications ” ; 

and Rule 12 of the Workmen’s Compensation (No. 1) Rules, 1924 
(S.R. & O. 1924, No. 167) shall accordingly be annulled. 

6. These Rules may be cited as the Workmen’s Compensation 
Rules (No. 2), 1924, and. the existing Rules shall have effect as 
further amended by these Rules. 

We hereby submit these Rules to the Lord Chancellor. 

FE. Bray. 

T. C. Granger. 
W. M. Cann. 
J.W. McCarthy. 
Arthur L. Lowe. 
A. H. Coley. 

I allow these Rules, which shall come into force on the 
of October, 1924. 

Dat ~d the 1 Ist day of August, 


Ist day 


1924. Haldane, 





a) 5 R & O., 1913, No. 661, as amended by 1913, No. 1490; 1914, No. 1120; 1915, 








No. 1133; 1917 "No. 497: 1918, No 246; 1920, No. 304; 1921, No. 1745; 1923, No. 1522; 
and 1924, No. 167 (b) 13-4 G. 5, ¢. 42. 
~ ° ° 
Societies. 
The Law Society. 
NUAL REPORT OF THE COUNCIL. 


(Continued from p. 889.) 


Land Transfer Act, 1897.—It was recorded in the last Annual 
Report that the Committee under Section 22 of the Land Transfer 
Act, 1897, had been set up, under the Chairmanship of Mr., now 
Lord, Justice Sargant, and that the late Sir Walter Trower had 
been appointed a member of it. It is believed that the Com- 
mittee held preliminary meetings. but no new rules have been 
issued pending the introduction of consolidating legislation. 

Sales subject to Apportioned Rents.—Members are aware that 
it is the practice in certain parts of the Kingdom and particularly 
in Lancashire in developing land for building purposes to grant 
conveyances subject to a perpetual rent charge, or long leases at 
a ground rent. The mutual enforcement of the liabilities arising 
from an apportionment between a vendor and purchaser of a 
rent charge or ground rent, and the mutual enforcement of the 
covenants and conditions to which the entire premises are subject, 
involve lengthy and complicated covenants in conveyances and 
assignments. The Council have been considering, in conjunction 
with the Manchester Law Society, whether having regard to the 
increasing number of sales for a small money consideration of 
single houses and shops subject with adjoining premises to a 
rent charge or ground rent, it would not be possible in order to 
reduce the length and complexity of such conveyances and assign- 
ments that suitable statutory covenants and indemnities should 
be implied. It is thought that such provisions might be con- 
veniently introduced into one of the Bills in contemplation for 
consolidating and amending the Law of Property Act, 1922. 
The Council have been in consultation with Sir Benjamin Cherry 
on the subject. 

Landed Property Practitioners’ (Registration) Bill.—This Bill 
was referred to in the last Annual Report and it was stated that 
the Council had expressed the opinion that the Bill was 
unnecessary and undesirable in the public interests. The Bill, 
among the objects of which was to provide for the establishment 
of a register of all persons holding themselves out as capable 
of undertaking the valuation, sale, purchase, letting, taking on 
lease of land or building, or negotiating the same, was not pro- 
ceeded with in the last session of Parliament. Its promoters 
inquired of the Council as to the reasons for their objection to 
the Bill, and the inquiry was replied to by forwarding a copy of 
the Report on the subject, which was included in the last Annual 
Report. The Council were informed that the Scottish Legal 
Societies were also opposing the Bill. The promoters expressed 
regret at the Council's opposition, and stated that they would 
appreciate an opportunity of discussing it. The Council at 
first replied that as their objections were directed to the funda- 
mental principles of the Bill they did not consider that any useful 
purpose could be served by a discussion. Subsequently the 
promoters forwarded to the Council the draft of certain revisions 
and again invited the discussion upon the Bill as revised. The 
revisions did not seem to the Council to vary the main principles 
of the Bill, but they felt that courtesy demanded compliance 
with the promoters’ repeated request. The promoters therefore 
were invited to and did attend at the Council Chamber. A long 
discussion ensued, with the result that those representing the 


Council retained their original opinion that the Bill was not 
required in the public interests. 

Criminal Justice Bil.—This is a Government Bill and was 
introduced in 1923, but not passed. 


Certain recommendations 
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with regard to it were made by the Council as indicated in the 
Annual Report. The Bill has been reintroduced by the pr 
Government, and some of the suggestions which the 
made are included in the new Bill. The Council have drawn} 
attention of the Lord Chancellor to their other recommendatig 
and have been promised that these shall receive careful consi 
tion. The Bill has passed the House of Lords and is now await 
second reading in the House of Commons. 

Poor Persons’ Procedure.—In the last Annual Report it y 
stated that a report which had been made on this subject 
the Council and had been adopted by the Society at a Spe 
General Meeting called for the purpose on the 27th April, 1% 
had been forwarded to the Lord Chancellor with the request 
he would give its recommendations sympathetic conside 
The report particularly recommended as a means of overconj 
the congestion of Poor Persons’ Divorce Cases, and increagj 
the number of solicitors who would be willing to undertake the 
that jurisdiction in divorce cases should be given to the Cow 
Court. From time to time subsequently the Council 
informed that it was becoming increasingly difficult to p 
poor persons’ cases for conduct in London, and ultimately th 
heard from the Lord Chancellor that he proposed to ap 
Committee to go into the whole subject. In July, 1923, 
then Lord Chancellor appointed a Committee to inquire into 
difficulties which had arisen in the working of the Poor Per 
Rules, and to consider and report to him as to the steps whi 
should be taken whether by way of amendment of those Ruk 
or by the substitution of a different system with a view to assisti 
poor persons to pursue their civil remedies in the High Cow 
or to defend actions brought against them. The Commit 
was appointed under the Chairmanship of Mr. Justice Lawreng 
and the Council were represented upon it by Mr. Coley and§ 
Roger Gregory. The long vacation and subsequent change 
Government postponed the deliberations of the Committee 
rendered its reconstitution necessary. Evidence on_ behalf 
the Council as expressed in their Report has been submitted 
the Committee. 

On the 18th January last a conference took place betwe 
representatives of the Council and of the Magistrates’ Associati 
regarding the assistance of poor persons in criminal cases, 
Magistrates’ Association stated that in the police court, 
persons by reason of their incapacity and poverty were sometin 
sent to prison without having the facts of their defence propet 
brought before the Court. ‘The Association suggested that 
Court Probation Officer should be authorised to inspect # 
charge sheets and select such cases as he considered desery 
help, and that these cases should be referred to a small p 
of solicitors attached to the Court. It was suggested also th 
in suitable cases the benefit of the scheme should extend to 
plaintiff as well as a defendant, that the cases would not 
numerous, and that the burden on solicitors who might be willi 
to undertake the work would not be heavy. The Council expre 
no opinion upon the scheme, but suggested that possibly t 
provisions of the Poor Prisoners Defence Act might be extend 
to Police Courts. 

Irish Free State Solicitors. Suggested Concessions on Ad: 
in England.—In the last Annual Report a reference was 2 
to this subject, which showed that the Irish Free State, b 
passed legislation which would permit English and _ Seotti 
solicitors to practise in the Free State on their English 
Scottish qualifications, were anxious that England and Sco! 
would reciprocate by allowing Irish Free State solicitor 
practise in England and Scotland merely on their Free St 
qualifications. The Council had formed the opinion that j 
as it would be dangerous for English and Scottish solicitors 
take advantage of the legislation which had been passed by? 
Irish Free State, so it would be equally dangerous, not me 
for the public, but also for Irish solicitors themselves, if # 
were permitted to practice in England or in Scotland wi 
properly qualifying themselves to do so. The Council 
informed the Incorporated Law Society of Ireland that 
they would not raise objection to a waiver of service U 
articles by Irish Solicitors, they would contend that no Om 
should be made under the Colonial Solicitors Act, 1900, 
favour of the Irish Free State unless it included a provision # 
Free State Solicitors should pass the Law Society’s Trust Acco 
and Book-keeping, and Final Examinations. 

The Council have not heard that the Irish Free State 
applied for an Order under the Colontal Solicitors Act. 














are, indeed, of opinion that for the moment the Lrish Frees 
are not in a position to make such an ap pplication. Section 
of the Irish Free State Constitution Act, 1922, does not pr 


unconditionally that the Colonial Solicitors Act may be ap 
to the Irish Free State, it merely provides that the Act may 
so applied if the Parliament of the Irish Free State make 
vision to that effect. So far as the Council are aware, no 
provision has been made by the Parliament of the Irish 
State. 

Divorce Division. Arrears in Interlocutory Business.—* 
arrears in interlocutory business which were commen 
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in last year’s Annual Report have again been complained of. 
The President of the Division stated in reply that he had had 
close observation kept upon cases of complaint and was glad 
to be able to inform the Council that, with the sanction of the 
Treasury, an Assistant Registrar, well experienced in the work 
of the Registry, had entered upon his duties, and the President 
d, and was assured, that this assistance would dispose of 
He stated with regard to a suggestion by the Council 
that Divorce Registry Taxations should be transferred to the 
Central Office, that it had been reserved for settlement upon broad 
grounds at a suitable date. It will be remembered that in the 
last Annual Report it was stated that the Council had made 
the suggestion that one method by which these interlocutory 
arrears might be dealt with and avoided in future would be by 
arranging that summonses generally should be heard at the 
Royal Courts of Justice instead of at Somerset House. The 
Council had hoped that this proposal would be adopted at once. 
They believed that it would be found acceptable to the pro- 
fession as tending very materially to the convenience of those 
who find it necessary and very difficult on occasions to fit in 
their appointments on summonses at Somerset House with 
those in Chancery and King’s Bench Chambers. The Council 
have again reminded Sir Henry Duke of the suggestion and 
have received a reply from him stating that it is under discussion 
with the Registrars. 

Matrimonial Causes. Trial at Assizes.—Soon after matri- 
monial jurisdiction had been given to Assizes, the Bristol Law 
Society pointed out that Bristol had been omitted from the 
jurisdiction and asked the Council to urge its inclusion. Such 
& request accordingly was made to the Lord Chancellor and was 
repeated shortly before Christmas. The Lord Chancellor replied 
that the question of extending Divorce jurisdiction to Bristol 
had not been dealt with because the new Divorce Rules had 

n awaited and because Mr. Justice Lawrence’s Committee 
on Poor Persons Procedure, which might possibly propose a 
Wider extension, had not reported. 

Rent and Mortgage Interest Restriction, -The Rent and Mortgage 
piterest,_ Restrictions Bill of last year, which was introduced 
a Government of the day, contained a clause which would 
acilitate the calling in of Trust Estate Mortgages. Witnesses 
who had given evidence before the Departmental Committee 
on behalf of the Council had urged the inclusion of some such 
ee It was with great regret, therefore, that the Council 

tved that the clause referred to, which empowered County 


Court Judges to direct the calling in of mortgages securing 
money required for the purposes of winding-up the estates of 
deceased persons, had been deleted from the Bill. The Council 
took what steps were possible to urge the restoration of the 
clause. Their efforts, however, were unsuccessful. They are 
still of opinion that the clause was a desirable one and that any 
legislation which is introduced should include such a provision. 
Probate and Divorce Court Procedure.—There was included in the 
Appendix to the last Annual Report, a Report of the Legal 
Procedure Committee, urging that the Probate and Divorce 
Court Rules should be simplified and brought up to date. The 
Report included a recommendation that the Divorce Court 
Practice should be assimilated to that of the King’s Bench 
Division, and the Probate Court Practice in contentious matters 
assimilated to that of the Chancery Division. Copies of the 
Report were sent to the Lord Chancellor and to the President of 
the Probate, Divorce, and Admiralty Division. The Lord 
Chancellor replied that he was in communication with the 
President of the Probate Division on the subject, and the President 
acted with considerable promptitude by proceeding himself to 
prepare a complete revision of the Rules. His lordship was-good 
enough to consult members of the Council during his consideration 
of the matter, and ultimately, when the draft rules had been 
completed, to submit them to the Council for their consideration. 
The Council, in their reply, expressed their appreciation of the 
consideration which the President had given to the suggestions 
submitted to him, but expressed regret that he had found himself 
unable to carry out in a fuller degree the proposals the Council 
had made, which it was understood was due to the provisions of 
the Matrimonial Causes Acts, and hoped an early opportunity 
would be taken of obtaining the legislation necessary to render 
the assimilation of the practice of the two Divisions possible. 
Consolidation of the Judicature Acts.—The Council welcomed 
the introduction of the Judicature Consolidation Bill, which is a 
measure whose introduction they have been urging for a very 
long period. They observe that the Bill includes certain amend- 
ments with regard to Probate practice, which were included 
in the Law of Property Act, 1922, and that the Consolidating 
Bill is intended to come into force on the Ist January, 1926, 
Trust Holdings in Railway Compeanies.—It is the practice of 
Railway Companies in forwarding dividend warrants en trust 
holdings to insert in the warrant the name only of the first trustee 
or to add merely the words “ and others.” The Bank of England 
puts on its warrants, in addition to the name of the first trustee, 
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the name or initials of the others, and this practice has resulted 
in great convenience to trustees and their bankers and solicitors. 
The Council have consulted with the Institute of British Bankers 
and the Chartered Institute of Secretaries, and have decided 
with those bodies to ask the Railway Companies to follow the 
practice of the Bank of England. 

Government Solicitorships.—It will be remembered that in the 
year 1920, soon after two members of the Bar had been appointed 
rey Solicitor and Assistant Solicitor to the Ministry of 
Labour, the Council addressed to the Lord Chancellor a letter 
protesting against the appointment of barristers as Government 
solicitors, and asking his lordship to protect the interests of 
solicitors in the matter. The Lord Chancellor replied that he felt 
considerable sympathy with the views which the Council had 
expressed and he stated that if the intention was that a department 
should have in their exclusive employment a gentleman whose 
name could appear on the records and who could in other respects 
perform the functions of a solicitor of the Supreme Court, the 
office should be conferred upon a solicitor. He stated that he was 
disposed to deprecate the further extension of the principle of 
appointing barristers and that he had not been consulted with 
regard to the appointments particularly complained of. 

In October last a vacancy arose in the Office of Solicitor to the 
Treasury, and before any public announcement of the vacancy 
had been made it was filled by the appointment of a barrister 
who up to that time had been holding the Office of Solicitor to 
the Ministry of Labour. This announcement was accompanied 
by the additional statement that the consequent vacancy at the 
Ministry of Labour had been filled by the appointment of a 
barrister who up to that time had been occupying the position of 
Assistant Solicitor to the same Ministry. No greater infringe- 
ment of the principle for which the Council had been contending 
could have been perpetrated, and their dissatisfaction was 
increased by the circumstance that they had had no previous 
notice of the vacancies. The Council did not wish to challenge 
the personal qualification of the particular gentlemen concerned, 
and in the correspondence which ensued they were careful to 
make this clear. They did, however, address to the Prime 
Minister and to the Minister of Labour letters of protest that the 
solicitors’ branch of the profession had been completely dis- 
regarded. Replies were received from the two Departments 
concerned seeking to justify that disregard, but in the opinion of 
the Council quite ineffectually. The Council] forwarded-a copy 
of the correspondence both to Lord Cave and to Lord Haldane. 
They were glad to receive their concurrence in the views which 
had been expressed by the Earl of Birkenhead, and from Lord 
Haldane a promise that when opportunity permitted he would 
raise the matter in conversation with his colleagues. 

Proceedings By and Against the Crown.—The Council have for a 
considerable time past been urging the complete revision of 
Crown proceedings, so as to secure as far as possible, and with 
due regard to the secrecy of State documents, that such pro- 
ceedings shall be assimilated to proceedings as between Subject 
and Subject. A Departmental Committee was appointed to 
consider the whole matter, and it is believed that their delibera- 
tions proceeded so far as the preparation of a Bill which would 
have gone far to meet the views which the Council had expressed. 
For some undisclosed reason, however, no effective action has 
been taken. In December last the Council passed a resolution 
that the reform of the practice and procedure in actions by and 
against the Crown which the Council have from time to time 
submitted to the Lord Chancellor, should be postponed no 
longer. They concurred with the view of the business and 
commercial community that the Subject should be entitled to the 
same rights and remedies against the Crown as he has against his 
fellow Subject, and that the same rules and regulations as far as 
possible should apply in all legal proceedings whether as between 
Crown and Subject or between Subject and Subject. The present 
archaic system appeared to the Council to create injustice in 
many cases, and the changes suggested would save time and 
money to the Crown and its servants, as well as to the public. 
A copy of the resolution was sent to the Lord Chancellor, who 
was urged to introduce a Bill into Parliament. In his reply 
Lord Cave stated that it did not appear to him that he could 
himself introduce a Bill upon the subject whilst the deliberations 
of the Committee presided over by the Lord Chief Justice were 
still proceeding, but that a copy of the Council’s representations 
had n forwarded to the Lord Chief Justice, the Master of the 
Rolls, and the Attorney-General, urging that the matter should 
be proceeded with. 

nture Holders’ Actions. Fee on Master’s Certificate.—The 
attention of the Counci! was directed to the fact that under the 
High Court Fees Order, a heavy Court Fee may be payable on 
the Master’s Certificate in a Debenture Holder's Action, and that 
frequently that fee has to be found by the plaintiff’s solicitor 
out of his own ket. The Council addressed a letter to the 
Lord Chancellor directing attention to the hardship and suggesting 
that the Order should be revised so as to provide that the fee 
should be payable out of the proceeds of the gale of the property 





upon which the Debenture issue had been secured. The 
Chancellor replied that the Order was at present under og, 
sideration and that the suggestion which the Council had may 
would receive consideration in connection with any revision ¢ 
the Order which might be deemed necessary. The 
understand that the new Fees Order will contain a provision tha 
the fee in question is to be made at such time as the Court op, 
Judge may. direct. 

Lunacy Taxing Office—Representations were made to th 
Council that considerable delays were taking place in the — 
Taxing Office and a letter was addressed to the Lord Chancellor; 
secretary on the subject. He replied stating that the matty 
had been engaging the attention of the Master in Lunacy anj 
himself for some time and that steps had been taken to deal with 
it. He would be glad to be informed if there were still groung 
for complaint. 

Bradford Chamber of Commerce.—The Bradford Law 
inquired from the Council whether they should comply with, 
request which had been made to them by the Bradford Chambe 
of Commerce that they would co-operate in forming a Legj 
Section of the Chamber of Commerce. The Council replied that 
no professional objection to the suggestion appeared to exist, 
A copy of the Report which was adopted on the subject is included 
in the Appendix. 

Divorce Practice in Eqgypt.—It was pointed out by a Practitione 
in Egypt that when a request is made by the Divorce Court in 
England to the Consular Court in Egypt to take evidence ip 
Egypt for use in the English Court, the Foreign Office, befor 
transmitting the request to the Consular Court, require that the 
Pleadings and other papers shall be translated into French. It 
was pointed out to the Council that this was an unnecessary 
expense for the reason that the Consular Court is presided over 
by English Judges, who deal with the whole business in English, 
and entirely disregard the French translations. A communica- 
tion was addressed to the Foreign Office on the subject, who in 
turn consulted the acting British High Commissioner at Cairo, 
That official confirmed the statement that the translations 
served no useful purpose. The Foreign Office accordingly 
offered to make a communication to the Probate, Divorce and 
Admiralty Division suggesting that the translations should 
no longer be made. The Council thanked the Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs for his attention to the matter and requested 
him to make the representations accordingly. Such communica- 
tion was made to the Senior Registrar, and the Council understand 
that the practice of requiring the translations has been dis 
continued. 

Carbon Copies of Draft Documents.—The Council desire to 
direct the attention of sqlicitors to the subjoined Resolution, 
which they passed at their Meeting on the~11th April, and they 
venture to hope that the practice thereby recommended, of 
enclosing carbon copies with draft documents sent for perusal, 
may be adopted by the profession as a general practice :-— 

‘‘ That the practice adopted in many districts when sending 

“a typed draft for perusal by a solicitor, of sending also 

‘** without charge a carbon copy for his use, be approved and 

‘* recommended as a convenient practice, and one which should 

‘** be generally adopted when practicable.” 

Commission to Solicitors on Government Issues.—In the Annual 
Report for 1922 reference was made to the question of the 
Treasury allowing to Solicitors a commission upon subscriptions 
to Government Loans made by clients to their Solicitors in the 
same way as such allowance is made to bankers, stockbrokers and 
financial houses. It was then stated that a joint memorial had 
been addressed to the Chancellor of the Exchequer by this 
Society and four of the Scottish Law Societies with a letter 
requesting him to receive a joint deputation on the subject. A 
reply was shortly afterwards received from the Treasury that the 
Lord Commissioners were unable to depart from the view that 
they could not properly extend the range of commission payments 
in respect of Government Loans, and that in the circumstances no 
useful purpose would be served by the proposed deputation. 

The question has been raised again by a recent resolution of 
the Associated Provincial Law Societies, and the Council have 
decided to make further representations to the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer on the subject. 

Proceedings under the Solicitors Acts.—The thirty-fifth Annual 
Report of the Committee constituted under the Solicitors Acts, 
1888 and 1919, will be found at p. 78, and a reference to this 
Report will show that on the application of the Society the names 
of four solicitors, who had previously been convicted on indic 
and sentenced to terms of imprisonment, were struck off the 
by order of the Committee ; that on the application of private 
individuals the name of one solicitor was struck off the Roll and 
four others were suspended from practising and ordered to a 
costs; that eight solicitors, where the Committee found t 


y 
reasons existed to justify the applications, were ordered to pay the 
costs ; that in one case the complainant was ordered to pay 
costs; and that in one case the Committee made no order as to 
costs. / Convictions for offences under Section 12 of the Solicitors 
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¥ _ Tendon 44 % 1944 .. * *- 953 | 414 6 | and Bristol Channel Pitwood Importers’ Association. The new 
1 sending Cana Pas 3% 1 de 1929 ‘* *° “* =. | : R : document (3 to come —_ operation on 15th September next, and 
‘ine oe o “* os *° “* < copies can be obtained from the usual printers. 
Wel and q bbe of Good Hope 3$% 1929-49 .. =. | 80 | 4 7 6) From The Times of 18th August, 1824 :— nes 
-h should ° CouRT oF CHANCERY.—At the sitting of the Court this morning 
Corporation Stocks. an Arab servant presented himself, with a letter in his hand 
» Annual Nene, % Con. Stk. after 1920 at PP ine ——— + ni re Lord Eldon, Lord High Chancellor of 
n of the option o: rpo. .. oe ee o< ngland.”’ he letter, it appeared, was from Samid Khan, a 
criptions Idn. Cty. 3% Con. Stk. after 1920 at nabob resident in Calcutta, and it regarded, it was understood, 
rs in Binning! tea rie inte oe. aii = ‘ en 65 412 6 — ermngte wage osm the East Indies, ase <a. = 
kers and on or r at option ancery. e Arabian messenger was furnis wi the 
rial had of Corpn. .. “s ee oe oe 65 4 12 6 | address of the Lord Chancellor, and was directed to leave the 
by. this Bristo} 34% 1925-65 e° es o4 76 4 12 0 | letter at his lordship’s house. The Arab soon after made his 
a letter Cardiff 34 %, 1935 oe ee és - 88 3 19 6 | salam and retired. 
ect. A ew by Yo 1025-40 we ese 7 |3 6 6] At Woolwich Police Court on the 14th inst. Mr. Herbert 
that Se St Gong . 4% on or after 1942 at option a pers Voughen, saliatan, onpled for a apes calling ox a tandioed 
ew h. 40 ** “* *° ** show cause why an order giving him possession of rooms sho 
ayments peaches r 3% on or after 1941 .. .* 65 412 6) not be varied or revoked. Mr. Vaughan explained that his 
ances no — 34% irredeemable * + 754 | 413 0 | application was based on s. 2 of the Prevention of Eviction Act, 
on. Pen So lredeemable =. =... | G4} | ¢ 18 0 | which became law last month. Mr. Ratcliffe Cousins (after a 
ution of Mildleses oe 34% 10 ota * * = : : : prolonged study of the Act) said: This is another example of 
cil have WW. .* ** legislation by reference, the worst and most slovenly kind of 
yr of the - iIway Prior Ch legislation. a we ge = ee Ae to ye bene it 
English Railwa arges. gives occupation e Bench and solicitors, i provides 
Annual Gt. Western Rly. 4% Debenture .. ae 843 | 414 6 | continual fun and amusement in working out the puzzles it 
yt _ ri wonern Biy. 5 % Rent Charge vi 103}xd ‘ 16 ¢ contains. 
estern Rly. 5% erence .. oe 101x 19 ener nae a grep TS 
e names L. North Eastern y. 4% Debenture 83 416.0 VALUATIONS FOR INSURANCE.—It is very essential that all Policy Holders should 
ictment ff L. North Eastern Rly. 4% Guaranteed |. | 814xd| 4 18 0 | (neured, and in case of loss Insurers sufler ‘piuannAm stomm & sons 
he Roll L. North Eastern Rly. 4 lst Preference the 419 0 (LIMITED), 26, King Street, Covent Garden, a “well-known chattel valves and 
private L. Mid. & Scot. Rly.4% Debenture .. | 833 | 4 16 0 | Sustionoors (established over 100 years), have e stad of expert Valuers. snd wit be, end 
toll and L. Mid. & Scot. Rly. 4% Guaranteed .. 8l3xd 4 18 0 | works ofart, bric-A-brac as . [aDve.) ; 
to pay L, Mid. & Scot. Rly. 4% Preference od 8ixd | 419 0 ewe 
a! ytbe ern Railway 4% Debenture.. —., 83 |416 0 THE MIDDLESEX HOSPITAL. 
nay the _— + we ttre d 5a ee os — . 1° : WHEx CALLED UPON TO ADVISE 4S TO LEGACIES, PLEASE DO NOT 
aye Railway - ee ax FORGET THE CLamms oF THE MippLEsex Hosrrra., 
sof ii 5 Waren URGENTLY mt RED oF Funps vor irs Humane Worx. 
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NN 
HOSPITALS AND CHARITABLE 

INSTITUTIONS. 


INDUSTRIAL TRAINING FOR 
BLIND AND ORIPPLED GIRLS 
In connection with 


JOHN GROOM’S CRIPPLEAGE AND 
FLOWER GIRLS’ MISSION 


Winding-up Notices. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 


LIMITED LN CHANCERY. 
CREDITORS MUST SEND I IN THEIR CLAIMS TO THE 
LIQUIDATOR AS NAMED ON OR BEFORE 
THE DATE MENTIONED. 


London Gazette.--FRIDAY August 15. 
F. Nousmpeses Lrp. Sept. 15. Edward B. Pinckney, 


a? ing-gdns., Manchester. 
yess & Co. (SMITHFIRLG, LONDON) LTp. Sept. 15. 


Bites H. Cork, 19, Eastcheap. 
Harrop & Co. Ltp. Sept. 17. P yrancis E. Whitehead, 
133, Moorgate, E.C.2. 
London Gazette.—TvEspDay, August 19. 
CHAMBERS & HAamwOnD Lrp. Sept. 18. Thomas Paton, 
3, Piccadilly, Bradford. 


Bor RNEMOUTH Estates Co. Ltp. Sept. 15. James Leslie 
Sweet, 2, Bedford-row. 
». MaRTIN LTD. Sept. 30. Alfred I. C. Forster, 2, Stonegate, 


York. 

Tompson & CLEMENCE LTD. Sept. 19. George K. Cook, 
Godstall-chmbrs., Chester. 

RaMspEN & Harrison Lrp. Sept. 1. H. F. White, 98, 
Albion-st., Leeds. 

Tuors, Fountains & Co. Ltp. Sept. 6. William A. 8. 
Oxborrow, 19-20, Temple-chmbrs, E.( 

H. Roxweneck & Co. Ltp. Sept. 18. George B. Nancarrow, 
Royal Exchange, Middlesbrough. 





Resolutions for Winding-up 
Voluntarily. 


London Gazette.— FRiIbay, August 15. 

The Doncaster Estates Co. Ltd. James Kane Ltd. 
Hal] Gate Chambers Ltd. + Cowboy Con- 
C. Martin Ltd. tests Ltd. 
— Hopper . Sons Ltd. Colebrook Hurt Ltd. 

John Thornewill & Son Ltd. Morton, Curry & Campbell 
Nevitts Ltd vei 
Joseph Guy Ltd. H. Pepper & Co. Ltd. 
G. H. Allin & On. Ltd. Sydbie Ltd. 
Bristol Remy Ltd. 
Alpine Slide Co. (Southport) 
Vancouver City Townsites and Ltd. 

Land Development Co. Ltd. Potter-Irwin & Smith Ltd. 








Bankruptcy Notices. 


RECEIVING ORDERS. 
Lowtlon Gazette._— Paipay, August 15. 
Altgs, Jous W., Peterborough, Baker. Peterborough. 
Pet. Aug 13. Ord. Aug 13. 
ASBwoxTs, Davip, Simpson Clough, Lancs, Farmer. Bolton. 
Pet. Aug. 12. Ord. Aug. 12. 
AvUsoixes, HeEE®Ext, Middiesbrough, Stcelworker. Middies- 
trough. Pet. Aug 11. Ord Aug. ll. 
ATTOs, Mexvr~, Ninfeld, Sussex. Hastings. Pet. July 25. 


Ord. Aug. 13. 
Bradford, Wholesase Baki r. Bradford 


Baxtex. Hatoip K 
Pet. Ang. 12. Ord.Aug 12 

Barts, Josere C., New C , Fish Merchant. Great 

. Ord Aug 13. ‘ 
tical Eagineer. Aberdare. 

Pet. Aug 11. Ord Aug n 

BR. W. Brown and Som. Leicester, Builders. Leicester. Pet. 
July 19. Ord. Aug 11. 

Barce. Sir Micuam, W. S&S. Bart., Chelsea. High Court. 
Pet. Jame 5. Ord. Ang li. 

Bcrtms, Grvecs W. A. Louth, Solicitor. Great Grimaby. 
Pet. Jem il. Ord Aag. il 

CmskTees, Lawger, Liverpool, 2 Proprietor. Liver- 
pool, Pet. July 31. Ord. Aug 13. 

ClaTtes, Exyserr. Keighley, 1. Bradiord. 





Pt. Awe 14. Ord Aug 12 
wliiss, Exiir, Scartorcegh, Ladies’ Outfitter. Scar- 
horowgh. Pt. Aug 12 Ord. Aug 12. 

(sorte, Guam &, Yorz-tidgs., Adelphi, Accountant. 


High Court. Pet. Aug 21. Ord. Ang IL. 
Cox, Lew T.. Norwich. Market Saleeman. Norwich. Pet 


(rd. Aue il 
Mariet Garéewt 
Cardia. Pet. July B. 
Bailéer 


Geet. Pet. Ane. li 
Evese, Wuatss, Hoessive 
Pet. Awe. * Ord. Aug * 
Base Wiisem Carer 


Beentior. 
Ord. 


; 
or Smut W. hetéereeei Hudéereiel4. Pet 


aug 22. Ort. Awe it 
Preweis, Howeet, (emgerr ae | te Pruiterer. VPonty- 
priit. Pt. Awe O14. Am 11 
B44. Acceewretee, Neweattle-wpen Tym, Cycle Dealers 


ope Trae, Pet Jone %. Ord. Aang 6 


wae 


Melsen AXTETY. Sewousey, Vioriet. Truro. Pet. Aug 17 
(4. het 
Bra teveet OW, Welles wreetet, Kaliway Sgnalinan. 


Math. Pt July. Ord. ag 12 
Mee, does h Kington ope Hell, Latwurer, Kingston 


“meee Pet Aveo O14. Ag ® 

etsy, Wectem, Teeteget. Mon. Liceueed Virtaalier 
Teeaegar. Pet Awe li. Ord. Aww li 

Bonmee,. Haney, trations, Wiehewale Viedteres. Leadtotd 
Pet. hog 14. O14. amg 2 

Bowes, £1 0, Aematiedt., (ert Dreeemaiet. High 


Somraxert, Aurety ¥., Utentet, Bartey, 
Pt seg il Ont. Amy 11. 





Wakefield. Pet. 
Buraley. 


TLisiey, JOHN ) + Druggist. 
Aug. iz. by: A 

Inving, J. & Co., po Timber Factors. 
Pet. July 29. Ord. Aug. 1 

JaCKSON, CHARLES W., New Kent-rd., panes Engineer. 
High Court. Pet. July 16. Ord. Aug. 1 


Jakman, W. W., Kneesworth, Cuties. Luton. Pet. 

a luy 36. Ord. ‘Aug. 12. 

Jer, WILLIAM, ae Confectioner. Coventry. Pet. 
Aug. 12. Ord. A 

JOuNS, W. H., Brighton, Schoolmaster. Brighton. Pet. 
July 21. Ord. Aug. 8 

Kyigut, THOMAS, Loughborough, Railway Engineer. 


Leicester. Pet. July 18. Ord. Aug. 11. 
LANGHAM, GEORGE F., Hinckley, Hosiery Manufacturer. 
Leicester. Pet. July 7. Ord. Aug. 11. 
Lawton, CHARLEs A., Milford Haven, . Engineer. Haver- 
fordwest. Pet. Aug. 12. Ord. Aug. 
Levey, JACQUES, Didsbury, A. tA ——y_, ' wo 
facturer. Manchester. Pet. July 31. Ord. Aug. 1 
LADBROOK, PERcy E., Romford, Essex. ote ty Pet. 


July 15. Ord. Aug. 11 

MAITLAND, HECTOR, Leigh, Confectioner. 
Aug. 11. Ord. Aug. 1 

MOoRETON, ERNEST, Ferryhill Village, ate, Boot Retailer. 
Durham. Pet. “a6 11. Ord. Aug. 1 


Bolton. Pet. 


MoRrG4N, GEORGE E., Hereford, Wool Merchant. Hereford. 
Pet. July 29. Ord. Aug. 11. 
NiguTscaLes, Henry, Kingston-upon-Hull, Salesman. 


Kingston-upon-Hull. Pet. Aug. 12. Ord. Aug. 12. 

O’FaRRFLL, JonN W., New Cavendish-st. ; Medicine. 
High Court. Pet. ‘Aug. 12. Ord. Aug. 1 

OLDFIELD, ELLIS, Salford, Wholesale ectastlonse. Salford. 
Pet. Aug. 12. Ord. Aug. 12. 

OLpFIELp, WILLIAM, — Colliery Proprietor. Sheffield. 
Pet. Aug. 12. Ord. Aug. 12. 

ORMOND, ALBERT E., Masaly. Plumber. Carmarthen. Pet. 
Aug. 11. Ord. Aug. 1 

PENPOLD, THOMAS, Patcham Sussex, Coachman. Brighton. 
Pet. Aug. 12. Ord. Aug. 12. 

PLEaSa) 


NTS, BENJAMIN, Great Grimsby, Grocer. Great 

Grimsby. Pet. Aug. 13. Ord. Aug. 13. 

Proctor, ARTHUR, Bradford, Painter. Bradford. Pet. 
Aug. 9. Ord. Aug. 9. 

REYNOLDS, Percy, Stratford. 7 oy Victualler. High 
Court. Pet. Aug.13. Ord. Aug. 1 

Seort, R. A., Lindfield, Sussex. Brighton. Pet. July 18. 
Ord. Aug. 12. 

SHOMBROT, BaRNETT, Dalston, General Merchant. High 


Court. Pet. Ang. 12. Ord. Aug. 12. 

STONELEY, ALFRED G., Sheffield, Reuleg Contractor. 
Sheffield. Pet. July 22. Ord. Aug. 1 

Syrmonps, THOMAS, ‘Sutton, Surrey, Dutcher. Croydon. 
Pet. Aug. 12. Ord.Ang. 12. 


THompson, THOMas F., Cannon-st., ~~ Manager. 
High Court. Pet. Aug. 12. Ord. Aug. 12. 


Timuiss, Percy U., Bedford, Traveller. Redford. Pet. 
Ang. 13. Ord. Aug. 13. 

Wave, Bertie A.. Sheffield, Upholsterer. Sheffield. Pet. 
Aug. 13. Ord. Aug. 13. 

Walker, ARCHIBALD W., Chesterfield, Fish Merchant. 
Chesterfield. Pet. Aug. ll. Ord. Aug. 11 

Wakeisctos, WitulamM, Manchester, Motor Engineer. 
Manehester. Pt. Ang. 1}. Ord. Aug. il. 

Woomrr, HERsert V., Coventry, Engine Fitter. Coventry. 


Pet. Aug. 11. Ord. Aug. 11. 

Yates, Joseru H., Storrington, nr. Worthing, Chemist’s 
Manager. Brighton. Pet. July 23. Ord. Aug. 8. 
Amended Notice substituted for that published in the 


London Gazette of July 29, 1924 :-— 
StarrorD, @alford, Enginee:. Salford. Pet. 
Ord. July 25. 


SUScLatR, 
July 1. 


London Gazette.—TUrESDAY, August 19. 
BExsetr, Jou P., Ramsgate, Photographer. 


Pet. Aug. 16. Ord. Aug. 16. 
BeaMeLp, CHARLES L., Rawmarsh, near Rotherham, Shocing 


Canterbury. 


and Jobbing Smith. Sheffield. Pet. Aug. 13. Ord. 
Aug. 13. 

Becce, Ewes C., Cheltenham. Cheltenham. Pet. June W. 
Ord. Ang. 14. 

Bremas, Myen, | me Tailor. Newport (Mon.). Pet. 
June 6. Ord. Aug. 15. 

Bcks, HagoLp E., Crowborough, Builder. Tunbridge Wells. 
Pet. Aug. 13. Ord. Aug. 13. 

Cuts, Qvone, Liverpool, Laundry Proprietor. Liverpool. 
Pet. July %. Ord. Aug. 

CaakLI05,, Kopert 5., peeve, Durham, Builder. Durham. 
Pet. Aug. 15. Ord. Aug. 15 

CLARKE, AgTure L. ( , Crawley. brighton. Pet. June 14. 
Ord. Aug. 15. 


Domisy, Frevenicx W., Shirley, Southampton, Cycle and 
Motor Vagineer. Southampton. Pet. Aug. 15. Ord. 
Ang. 14 

iam, Wititam T., and HOEsepy, CHARLE* A., Liandudno, 
Viectrical Engineets. Wangor. Pet. Aug. 16. Ord. 
Ang. 16. 

Kumotr, Kicuaky, Uradford, Contractor. 
July 25. Ord. Aug. 15. 

Evans, Jomus 1, and KVas#, Onan, Swansea, Kngineers. 
Swansea. Pet. Aug. 15. Ord. Ang. 15 

Pieey, James ¥., Richmond, Yorks, Gramophone Dealer. 
Northaliertom. Pret. Aug. 16. Ord. Aug. 15 

Puasen, Wiistan, Westelifi-on-fea. Clelustord. Pet, 
Jane %. Ofd. Aug. 14 

Ctemtss, Gwinn 1, Saxmeandham, Coal Merchant, Ipewich. 
Pet. Aug. 14. Ord. Aug. i4. 

Geemy?, Yuask, Yarnworth, near Holton, Confectioner 
Molton. Vet. Ang. 15. Ord. Aug 15, 
Maeve, Witssan, Mockport, Hootmaker. Stockport. Pet, 

Ava 2 Od. Awe 15. 

Haxnisos, Swiss, and Davivs, VUE, 

biridgwater Vet 


radford. Pet. 


Kournemouth, 
July ®. = Ord, 


rosea Mig 


Agtucn G., Hatton, Harrey, Workhouse Master. 
Pet. Ang. 15. O46, Aug, 











). Incorporates 


(Registered under the Blind Persons Act 1920). 
Formerly known as Watercress and Flower Girls’ Christian Missig 
Sept. and Sec.. ALFRED G, GROOM, 
The Crippleage, 
Treas., ERNKSTJ. LOVELL, Esq. Bankers, BARCLAY 20s 
parte of the K: 


Afflicted Girls are received from 


E.C. 


Ces Geameld or Soi Gad Gee Gained oe 





FOUNDED 1860. 
PLEASE HELP WITH 
DONATION OR 


Larges 
Institution tor 
Stray Dogs and Cats, 


Seeretary: @. GUY 8, ROWLEY, 










SPURGEON’S ORPHAN HOMES 
STOCKWELL, 


Contributions 
Spurgeon’s Orphan Homes, 


ay ey ee gy cry 


NOTICE TO INTENDING Tag Form ot Bog 


let “Annual anal Report, containing 0 Legal 


nee 








HILL, CLIFTON, Hereford, prea Caterer. 


Pet. July 28. Ord. Aug. 1 
Hirst, HakRy J., Hlackpool, " Salesman. 
Aug. 14. Ord. ‘Aug. 14, 


Hopper, Harky J., eo Fishmonger. 


Pet. Aug. 14. Ord. Aug. 
Jones, THOMAS H., King’s stag, Dorset, ( 
Pet. Aug. 15. Ord. Aug. 1 


Hereford, 
Blackpool. Pet. 
Canterbury. 
irocer. Dorchestet, 


KING, Maurice, Berwick-st., hag and a Merchast. 


High Court. Pet. July 14. Ord. Aug. 


KOUSKIER, REUBEN, Brick-lane, Draper. High Court. Pt 
July 23. Ord. Aug. 13. 
KNYVETT, CHARLES L., Brighton. Brighton. Pet. May & 


Ord. Aug. 14. 


LAWRENCE, ERNEST A., Worcester, Picture Framer al 


Dealer. Worcester. 
Lockyer, COLIN, Fenton, Staffs, 
Hanley. Pet. Aug.2. Ord. Aug. 


Pet. Aug. 12. Ord. Aug. 12. 
_— Proprietat. 


MONAUGHT, ALBERT J., Fleetwood, Ssctal Broker. Blackpool 


Pet. Aug. 15. Ord. ‘Aug. 15. 
MacRag¥, Cart. K. 8., Bruton-place, W 
Aug. 15. Ord. Aug. 15. 


High Court. Pt 


MANGOLD, LovIs A., and MANGOLD, CHARLES B., Harp-lam, 


E.C., Chemical Merchants. 
Ord. Aug. 18, 

MILis, T., & SON, + * me Builders. 
July 22" Ord, Aug. 14, 

MITCHELL, 
Cornwall, Bakers. 


Truro. Pet. Aug, 1 


High Court. Pet. 


Aug. It 
Birmingham. Pt 


JAMES, and MITCHELL, CLAUDE R., Wadebridg, 


4. Ord, Aug. rs. 


Monoan, WilAiam A., Padiham, Motor Engineer. 


Pet. Aug. 15. Ord. "Aug. 15. 


PEARSON, RALPH, Middleton, Cloth Stiffencr and Finis. 


Oldham. Pet. Aug. 16. Ord. Aug. 16. 

Rowerts, WILLIAM J., Redruth, Wholesale Tea and Proviet 
Dealer. Truro. Pet, Aug. 14. Ord, Aug. 14. 

Simmons, Gronae T., Uckfield, Cycle Dealer. Bright 
Pet. Aug. 14. Ord. Aug. 14. 

STANWAY, KYGINALD G., Wellington, , Corn Dealer. Shrew 
bury. ‘pet. Aug, 13. ‘Ord, Aug. 

Wakken, Hanky, paeestngion, Pilea Vish Dealer, Warwt 
Pet. July %. Ord, Aug. 1 

Watson, Warren q., Rugby, Hairdresser. Coventry. Pt 


Aug. 15. Ord. Aug. 95. 

WHKATCKOFT, ALICE M., Bleck pool, Milliner, Blackpod 
Pet. Ang. 14. Ord, Aug. 1 

Wilson, Rex, Clapham, Fine Photographer. Wandswort 
Pet. July 7. Ord, Aug. A. 

Woon, Joux, and Woov, Fixp, Hudderaficld, Forme 
Huddersfield. Pet, a Ate 16. Ord, Ang. 15. 

Woopeox, a ng ¥., . mm, meat, Nursery 
HKochester. Aw Ord, Aug, | 


Youn, Leese KB. Bi. " orth Kensington. 
July 16. Ord, Aug. 1 
Anwended Notice atta for Ly 
London Gazette of A 
Nvyewen, Matitva, Newark, tee.” 
duly 16, Ord, July 0, 





olgh Court, 
— in the 





‘Nottingham, bd 
















Sut 
Pai 
Ass 












